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GEOMETRICAL DECOMPOSITION OF THE FREE LOOP
SPACE ON A MANIFOLD WITH FINITELY MANY
CLOSED GEODESICS

THOMAS MORGENSTERN

ABSTRACT. In Morse theory an isolated degenerate critical point can
be resolved into a finite number of nondegenerate critical points by
perturbing the totally degenerate part of the Morse function inside
the domain of a generalized Morse chart. Up to homotopy we can
admit pertubations within the whole characteristic manifold. Up to
homotopy type a relative CW-complex is attached, which is the pro-
duct of a big relative CW-complex, representing the degenerate part,
and a small cell having the dimension of the Morse index.

INTRODUCTION

In [1] Gromoll and Meyer succeeded in extending the Morse theory to
isolated critical points and orbits. Applying these methods in [2] they were
able to show that the sequence of Betti numbers with rational coefficients
of the free (Sobolev) loop space AM is bounded for a closed manifold M
with only finitely many bona fide closed geodesics. The free loop space AM
is homotopy equivalent to a CW-complex. The intention of this paper is
to show that not only these homological numbers are bounded but also the
number of cells in all but finitely many dimensions is bounded for some
homotopy equivalent CW-complex. It also gives a geometrical insight into
why the Gromoll-Meyer theorem is true and motivates the use of special
homotopies adapted to the free loop space.

If, on the other hand, the sequence of Betti numbers is unbounded then
there have to be infinitely many prime non-trivial closed geodesics for every
differentiable structure and Riemannian metric on M. This was shown
to be true for all rationally nonmonogenic simply connected manifolds by
Vigué-Poirrier and Sullivan [3]. This answers the existence question for a lot
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of manifolds excluding, for example, spheres and projective spaces. There
are also results for nonsimply connected manifolds but this case becomes
more complicated the more complicated the fundamental group gets. The
homological Gromoll-Meyer theorem is true for arbitrary field coefficients
and one sees it to be true for integer coefficients as well, interpreting the
Betti numbers as minimal number of generators. For simply connected
AM our Theorem 1 thus follows from the abstract Proprosition [4, V. 8.3].
A nonsimply connected space is not determined by its homology, as the
example of the Poincaré manifolds shows.

Theorem 1 (Geometrical Gromoll-Meyer Theorem). If (M, g) is
a closed differentiable Riemannian manifold, I(M) is the isometry group of
M, G .= I(M) ® O(2), and if there are only finitely many G-orbits of
geometrically distinct nontrivial closed geodesics, then there are numbers R
and Q and a CW-complex which is homotopy equivalent to AM and has less
than R cells of dimension greater than or equal to Q.

The extension of Morse theory was given by three lemmas. The first is a
generalization of the Morse lemma [1, Lemma 1] introducing characteristic
manifolds. The second step is a localization argument [1, Lemma 3] using
what is now called Gromoll-Meyer pairs. Finally, the last and most impor-
tant one is the Shifting theorem [1, Theorem], which can also be regarded
as a kind of product formula. These lemmas proved to be very fruitful
and a great deal of work nowadays relies on them. Using some classical
results by Bott and observations about iterated characteristic manifolds the
homological proof is then given in [2].

The homological proof uses excision strongly, which we don’t have at
hand in homotopy theory. We will therefore introduce pairs of subsets very
similar to the isolating neighborhoods of the Conley index. With the help
of these and a telescope argument we are able to recover the homotopy type
of the space under consideration. To do this we don’t take the step towards
a local index, we don’t divide out the exit set. Consequently we have to
find appropriate properties for these pairs enabling the step from local to
global and conditions under which we can verify them. As in the original
Gromoll-Meyer theory the product property turns out to be important and
involved. We as well divide the proof into two parts, first setting up an
appropriate general machinery and then using it in our special case.

1. H-MORSE THEORY

We are interested in the homotopy category of compactly generated pairs
(X, A). From the homotopy type of filtration pairs (X,,, X,,—1) of a relative
NDR filtration we can draw conclusions about the homotopy type of the
pair (X, A) (see [5, Lemma 6] or [6, A.5.11]).
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Definition 2. A relative h-CW-decomposition of the pair (X, A) is a
relative NDRAfiltration of (X, A) such that
[hCW]: for all n there is some relative CW-complex with (X,,, X;, 1)~
(Y, B,) CW-complex.

A relative h-CW-complex (X, A) is a pair of compactly generated spaces
admitting a relative h-CW-decomposition.

Lemma 3. If there is a relative h-CW-decomposition of (X, A) then the
pair is homotopy equivalent to a relative CW-complex with one cell (of the
same dimension) for every cell in (Y, By,) [6, A.4.12 and A.4.15].

The step from local to global will use the following proposition:

Proposition 4 ([12, 7.5.7]). If X = X3 U X3 is the union of closed
subsets, the inclusion io : X1 N X9 — Xo is a closed cofibration and if
(Y, B) is a closed cofibred pair, homotopy equivalent via r to (Xa, X1 N Xs),
then there is a map ® such that (®,idx, ) : (X1 U, Y, X7) ~ (X, X1).

Corollary 5. If X = X1UX5 as in Proposition 4 and in addition, (Y, B)
is a relative CW-complex then (X1 U, Y, X1) is a relative CW-complex with
one cell for each cell of (Y, B).

1.1. Local h-Decomposition Pairs. A strict Liapunov function for the
topological flow ¢ on the Hausdorff space M is a continuous function f :
M — R, which is strictly decreasing along ¢(z) for all x ¢ K%, the
stationary points. As usual, the set f* = M* := {z € M|f(x) < k}.
A closed subset T has the mean value property with respect to the flow
if for any € T and two times t1, to with t; < ta, o(z,t1) € T and
o(x,ta) € T implies p(z,t) € T for all t; < t < t2. We define the follow-
ing sets: the exit set T_ := {& € T|Vt > 0 : p(z,t) & T}, the entrance
set Ty :={x € TVt > 0 : p(x,—t) € T}, and the vertical boundary set
Ty :=cl(0T — (T- UTyL)).

Lemma 6. Let T C M be a closed set with the mean value property with
respect to the flow ¢ and let kr € R such that f(T}) > kr and f(Ty U
T ) < ky. Then x € Ty — (To UT-) if and only if there is t; > 0 with
o(xz,t1) € It T; furthermore p(x,t) € It T for all 0 < t < ty.

Corollary 7. Let the assumptions of Lemma 6 be valid and 0T N K¥ =
@. Denote by OsnyrT the boundary of T in fFUT. Then OpryurT = ToUT- .

Lemma 8. If for some x € T with f(x) > k there is t1 > 0 with
o(z,t1) € TN fLk,00) and ty > 0 with f(p(x,t2)) =k and p(x,t3) € T,
then tl = t2.
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Lemma 9. If x € M with f(x) > k > kp and there is t1 > 0 with
o(x,t1) € Ty N flk,00) and ta > 0 with f(p(z,t2)) = k and ¢(z,t2) €
c(f~Y(k) = T), then t; = t.

For a subset A C T we define TT(A) :={z € T|3t > 0: p(x,t) € A}. A
closed subset A has in T the retraction property from above (with respect
to ), if the function  +— t4(z) := min,, nea{t > 0} is continuous on
T+ (A).

Definition 10. Let M be a Hausdorff space, ¢ a topological flow, and
K¢ its stationary points. Let f : M — R be a strict Liapunov function
for . A local h-decomposition pair of K C K% corresponding to ¢ and f
is a pair (U, U) together with a number k, the separation level, having the
following properties:

[hm1]: U, U C M are closed;

[hm2]: the top T := cl(U — U) has the mean value property with
respect to the flow ¢ and K¥ NT = K and K C Int(T);

[hm3]: T has the retraction property from above with respect to ¢;

[hmd]: f(T,) >k, f(U)<kand TNU =Ty UT_;

[hm5]: the inclusion i : U < U is a cofibration.

Corollary 11. By [hmd] f* — (U — U) is closed, and by [hm5] f* —
(U ~U) — fFUU is a cofibration |7, Satz 7.36].

Definition 12. A local h-decomposition pair has the following properties:
[hm6]: if there is a relative CW-complex (Y, B) homotopy equivalent
to (U, U);
[exc]: if Top = @, k :=inf f(K) > k, T_ has the retraction property
from above in T and if for all z € T there is either ¢ > 0 with
o(x,t) € T_ or otherwise ¢(x,t) — K as t — oo.

1.2. h-Morse Decomposition.

Definition 13. Let f be a strict Liapunov function for ¢ and T a closed
subset with the mean value property. ¢ has the property (D) for f on T if:

(i) for every open neighborhood O of the stationary points K% the
level sets T'N f~1(u) — O have the retraction property from above;

(ii) for every x € T there is t > 0 with ¢(x,t) € T_ or, otherwise, for
the flow line p(z) : (a(x),8(z)) — M either f o p(x) — —oo or
p(z) — K¥ as t — [(x).

If f is differentiable and satisfies the Palais-Smale condition (C') on T
then the negative gradient flow ¢ has the property (D) for f on T. If f is
bounded from below on T' then the flow line either converges to the critical
points or ends in 7.
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Definition 14. Let M be a metrizable space and A, X closed subsets
with A C X. Let ¢ be a topological flow on M and T := cl(X — A) have
the mean value property. Let f: M — R be a strict Liapunov function for
¢, and ¢ have the property (D) for f on T. Let {K;};cr, be a partition
of the stationary points K% N (X — A) such that for every | € L there is a
local h-decomposition pair (U, Ul), k; of K; with U; C X and the following
properties:

[hm7]: There is a countable index set J = [0, ..., jmax] or J = Ny
and a partition L = (J;c; L; such that for all [,m € L; we
have k; = k,,. There is a nondecreasing function v : J — R
such that u; := u(j) = k; for all I € L;. If J = Ny we have
the convergence u; — sup,cx_4 f(x) as j — oo.

[hm8]: For ¢ < j we have T; NU,, =@ if l € L; and m € L;.

[hm9]: For all [, m € L; with [ # m we have Uy N U,, = @ and,
moreover, | J;c 1, U is closed.

[hm10]: For all | € L we have T; C X — A. A has the retraction

property from above in X, T_ UTy = dx A, f(Tp) < ug and
AYo e XU — |, (U — U) is deformation retract.

The relative h-Morse decomposition of (X, A) is a relative NDR filtration of
(X, A) defined by setting X_; := A, and for n = 2j

Xy =Xy aUX% - |J -,
l€L;,i>7

Xpy1 =X, U U U .
lGLj

If J=10,...,jmax Is finite, we always set X, := X for n > 2(jmax + 1).

Proposition 15. If all local h-decomposition pairs have the property
[hm6], then a relative h-Morse decomposition is a relative h-CW-decom-
position of (X, A).

Proof. Let n = 2j. Let r; : (Y;,B)) — (U;,U;) be homotopy equiva-
lences to relative CW-complexes, and r,, := HleLj T HleLj (Y1,B;) —
Uier, (Ut Uy). All g : Uer, U, — Uler, Ut are cofibrations, and by Propo-
sition 4 (X1, Xn) = (Xn UlUep, U, Xn) = (X Ur, [y, Y1, Xn), a rel-
ative CW-complex with cells e for every cell €} of a relative CW-complex
HleLj (Yl’ Bl)'

We show that X,,_; — X, is deformation retract. By [hm10] X_; —
Xy is deformation retract. If u;_; = u; we have X,, = X,,_1. Let u;_1 < u;.
For every © € X,, — X,,—1 there is 0 < ¢t < 400 with ¢(z,t) € A or
fle(z,t)) <wuj_q or o(z,t) € T; for some I € L.
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From Lemmas 8 and 9 we see that t(AUU Tl)7f<uj,1)(x) =

Ky <uj
tffl(uj_l)ﬂXflnt(AUUleLTl)(x) when both are defined; therefore tx,_, is
continuous on X,,. We define the deformation retraction by h : X, xI — {(n
(,8) — ¢(z,stx, ,(z)). The homotopy stays in X — Uy, ;5;(Ur — Ui)
because for every x € X,, — X,,—1 we have p(z,t) ¢ UleLi > U, — U, for all
t>0. O -

1.3. Existence of Local h-Decomposition Pairs. Let G be a compact
Lie group operating continuously on a differentiable manifold p: G x M —
M, and let pi,, defined by pg(x) := p(g, =), be differentiable for every g € G.
We say that G operates differentiably on ¢ if the map u(c)ec : G — M,
g — g.c is differentiable. Let (B, g) be a Riemannian manifold, 7 : F —
B a differentiable Rimannian vector bundle with a bundle metric ( , ),.
Let G operate differentiably on ¢ € B and B = G/G.; moreover, let G
operate continuously fiber-preserving and orthogonal on 7 : E — B. Let
0) C E be an open neighborhood of the zero section 0g.. Let g : 0 —
Pos T(0) and ( , )¢, be Riemannian metrics on O. There is a closed
invariant neighborhood D C O of the zero section on which ( , )e, and
G(&p) are uniformly equivalent, ie., a®(, )¢, < (&) < b?(, )¢, for some
0<a<l<bandall§ € D. Let f : O — R be an invariant differentiable
function. Let Op =0n 7 1(p), fp = f|@b and gradfp € E, be the
gradient of f, formed by the Hilbert metric ( , ), on E,. Let grad f be
the gradient formed by (, )¢, and ¢ be the flow of —grad f. Assume that
grad f = grad fp under the canonical identification of the vertical tangential
bundle with the bundle itself. Let grad f be the gradient formed by § and
@ the flow of — grad f.

Lemma 16. If (U,, UC), k is a Go-invariant local h-decomposition pair
of K, corresponding to f. and the flow e of —grad f. with U, C O, then
(U, U’) = (G.UC,G.U'C), k is a local h-decomposition pair of K = G.K,
corresponding to f and . If (U,,U,) has [exc] so does (U,U).

Proof. The flow ¢ preserves fibres, hence [hm2] and [hm4] are fulfilled.
& — inf{t > 0|¢(§p,t) € U} is invariant because the flow is. Choosing
continuous bundle charts over V' with the help of the G-operation one sees
that [hm3] holds and also that V x U, < V x U, is a cofibration. That
it is globally a cofibration can be seen by partitions of unity and [5], hence
[hm5] holds. O

Let the gradient grade(§,) of e(§,) = (£p,&p)p formed by (, )¢, be
bounded on D, and let f satisfy the Palais-Smale condition (C) with respect

to g on D. Let Og.. be an isolated critical submanifold of f and f(()g,c) = K.
Kf = K% = K¥.
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Lemma 17. For constants ¢, ¢ > 0 with D,(0g..) € D and f~'[rx —
g,k +¢€|ND,y(0g.c)NK! = 0¢. there is a (classical) G-invariant Gromoll-
Meyer pair (W,W_), k — 6 of Og.. corresponding to @, ¢ and f inside
flk—e,k+elND,(0g.). Every Gromoll-Meyer pair is a local h-decom-
position pair.

Proof. Choose ¢ > 01 > go > 0, set 82 := inf{j(&,)( grad f(&,), grad f(&,)) |
& € Dy (0g.c) — Bpy(0c.c)} > 0 because condition (C) is fulfilled and set,
finally, a® := supg cp, (0,)(grade(ép), grade(§p))e, < oco. We define a

function w(&,) == (&, &) p + n(f(&p) — k) and
W :=w" ﬂfﬁl[fi—fs,/‘ﬂ"‘(s/]v

W_:=Wnf k-4,
where 1 > 75, 03 +nd <w<p?—ndand 0 < 4,8 < min{e, 952;7]9‘%}. (cf.
[2, §2], [8, Theorem 5.3 and p. 74]). The level set f~1(k—38)NW is regular,
hence one can deform a small neighborhood of W_ in W with the help of
the flow ¢ inside of W onto W_ and with [7, Satz 3.13, Satz 3.9, Lemma
3.4, Satz 3.26] it follows that W_ — W is a cofibration. [

On a differentiable Riemannian manifold (M, g) let there be a differen-
tiable function f : M — R, its negative gradient — grad f formed with g and
its flow ¢. For a diffeomorphism 1 : O — 1/1(0) CMset f:=¢*f:0—R
and g := ¢*g.

Corollary 18. If K C ¢(0) is a critical set and (U, U), k a local h-
decomposition pair corresponding to @ and f, then the pair (Y(U),v(U)), k
is a local h-decomposition pair of K corresponding to ¢ and f.

Proof. Flow lines entering 4(U) in a finite time enter 1(O0) — 4 (U) before-
hand. But there t,p)(z) is continuous, hence it is continuous everywhere.
1) is a homeomorphism, hence the claim. [J

Let H = H" ® H~ be a direct sum of Hilbert spaces, O an open neigh-
borhood of 0 and f : (z,y) — ([|lz||* — ||yl|?). Let D* C H~ be the closed
unit disc with A = dim H~. Then the following is true:

Lemma 19. (W, W_) ~ (W_ U, DM W_) ~ (D*,S* 1), where o :
SA1 W is given by g +— (0,v/20%) [9, 1 §3].

Let H = RY be finite-dimensional and f : O — R be differentiable,
0 an isolated critical point, (U, U ), k a local h-decomposition pair of 0
corresponding to f and ¢. Furthermore, let o > 0 with B,(0) C U — U.
Then there is a differentiable function f : O — R with only finitely many
nondegenerate critical points and f|O — B,(0) = f|O — B,(0) [10, Lemma
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8.6], [1, eq. (3)] or [8, Theorem 5.7]. (U, U), kis also a local h-decomposition
pair corresponding to f and its negative gradient flow @.

Corollary 20. If (U,U), k has [exc] it has [hm6], i.e., there is a ho-
motopy equivalent finite relative CW-complex (Y, U).

Proof. Construct a relative h-Morse decomposition of (U, U ) with the help
of f. Take open disjoint Morse charts for the finitely many critical points
of f in the interior of U — U and the images of Gromoll-Meyer-pairs, using
Corollary 18 and Lemma 19. The claim follows from Lemma 19, Proposition
15 and Lemma 3. O

Proposition 21 ([11]). If (p,p) : (E,E) — B is a fibration pair of
Hurewicz fibrations (including the property of it being a closed cofibred pair),
if B is 0-connected and homotopy equivalent to a CW-complex P, and
if the fibres (F, F) are homotopy equivalent to some relative CW-complex
(K, L), then (E, E) is homotopy equivalent to a relative CW-complex hav-
ing the same numbers of cells of the same dimension as the product of
CW-complexes P x (K, L).

Proof. We can assume that B is already a CW-complex. (E, E‘) is a cofibred
pair over B. Look first at B’ U, D" = B’ Ue"™ = B’ U x(D"). Set E' :=
p ' (B)and E' :== E'NE. (E'UE)Np~'(e") = p1(e") Up 1 (de") —
p~1(e") is a closed cofibration (use [12, 7.3.9]). (x*E,x*E) is a cofibred
pair, hence because D™ ~ * there is a fiber homotopy equivalence of pairs
®: D" x (F,F) — (x*E, x*E). Using a homotopy equivalence i : (K, L) —
(F,F), set pu:=p*xo®o (id xi)|D" x AUS™ ! x X and define

(K',L'):= ((E'UE)U, (D" x X),E'UE) ,

which is a relative CW-complex with one cell for every cell in (D", S"~1) x
(K,L). From Corollary 5 we have (K’,L') ~ (E'UE Up~'(e"),E' UE).
If B has only countably many cells we can define by this process a relative
h-Morse decomposition of (E, E) (otherwise proceed by skeletons) and use
Lemma 3. O

Corollary 22. If in Lemma 16 (UC,UC) is homotopy equivalent to the
relative CW-complex (K, L) and G/G. homotopy equivalent to the finite
CW-complex P, then (U, ﬁ) = (G.UC,G.ﬁc) is homotopy equivalent to a
relative CW-complex with the same number of cells as P x (K, L), hence it
has the property [hm6].
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1.4. Excision of Local h-Decomposition Pairs. Cf. [1, §2 (V4,V])
and equation (9)].

Proposition 23 (Excision and Change of Metric). If (U,U), k is
a local h-decomposition pair of the isolated critical orbit Og.. corresponding
to © and f with the property [exc], if U C O and if f has (C) on Ty with
respect to { >5p, then for all p,e > 0 there is a homotopy equivalent local
h-decomposition pair (V, \7), ky of 0g.c corresponding to ¢, ¢ and f with
Ty C By(0g.c) N f~ [k — ¢, k+¢] and again with [exc]. If (U,U) and f are
G-invariant, then (V, ‘7) can be chosen G-invariant as well and homotopy
G-equivariant.

Let W C T be a closed subset with the mean value property, W, have
the retraction property from above, and K C Int(W). Let § > 0 with
f(ow —Wy) < k-6 and f(Ty_) < k— 4. Choose § > & > 0, denote
€: =6 — 0, set ky := k — J and define the pair as follows:

S:=TH = uW,
S .=Thv=sywhv,

Claim 24. (S,5) ~ (T,T_) rel T_.

Proof. ts(x) := min{t > O|¢(x,t) € S} is continuous on T according to
Lemma 9. Define i : (T,T-) — (S,S5) by  — ¢(z,tg(x)) and

r:(8,8) — (T,T.)

ot (@) for @<k
T © (m, WtT7 (x)) for  f(z) € [kv,k — /2]
x for f(z)>r—10/2

All maps are the identity on T_. [

Corollary 25. The pair (V, V) = (SuU U,Su), kv is a local h-
decomposition pair with (U,U) ~ (V,V) and Ty =cl(S —S5) CW.

Proof of Proposition 23. Choose an invariant Gromoll-Meyer pair (W, W_)
of Og.c with W C By (0g.c) N f~ [k — €',k + €], where ¢ := min{e, k — ki }
and ¢ > ¢’ > 0 is such that B, (0g.c) N f~ [k —€',k+¢'] CU —U. Choose
6 > 0 with & > 0 and set ky := x — 6. Then use Corollary 25. O
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1.5. Product Proposition. Let there be given an equivariant orthogonal
bundle sum E = Et & E- @ E°, §, = (&F,6,,€)), and an equivariant
characteristic manifold

Wchar : (D22 (OG.C)70G.C) - (O7OG.C)
€0 - (h(ED), )

as in the generalized equivariant Morse Lemma. Then there are ¢ > 0 such
that D,(Wenar(Dy, (0G.c))) € O, some numbers g1, 03 > 0 and a continu-
ous equivariant fiber preserving homeomorphism, a generalized equivariant
Morse chart,

P (D,g:)td (OG-C) X Dgl (OG.c)a OG.C) — DQ(WChar(DQ2 (OGC)))
(&F, €0) = (&, €0) + & + h(gl)

which extends Wepa, (which means n(O;,t,fg) = 0,), with n(Ef,ﬁg) €eEtao
E~, and

foo (&) = %(IISIII?) =&, 12) + Fo(R(ED), €0) =2 Fo(&.6,) + F(&D) -

If f is sufficiently differentiable, then ® is a local diffeomorphism [13, Prop.
4.2.1], [10, Theorem 8.3], [8, Corollary 7.1].

To clarify here the dark points in [2] and some other places we should
make the following point clearer. The Whitney sum representation of E and
Morse-charts as above exist under conditions on the spectrum of the second
derivative d? f (0p). The subbundles are G-invariant if the map induced by
every element g € G is differentiable and isometric. If this is the case and
Eg is finite-dimensional, then E° is a finite-dimensional manifold on which
G acts differentiably [14, V.1. Corollary]. In our case the map is fiberwise
linear and orthogonal. Choose some linear connection C* on E* := E+ @
E~.

Lemma 26. If E? is finite dimensional and the action of G is fiber
preserving and orthogonal, then there are a canonical linear connection
C° : T(B) ® E° — T(E") and a canonical Riemannian metric { , )e, on
E. The gradient formed by this metric grad(fo ®) is in the vertical tangent
space TV (E).

Proof. Represent X, € T,(B) by a differentiable curve v : (—¢,e) — G
and for £) € E) set C)(X,,,£)) = (v(t).€))'(0). This map is linear in the
second variable because G operates linearly on fibers and is continuous in
both variables because G operates differentiably. Let C' := C* @ C° be
the product connection. The canonical horizontal tangent space is given
by Tg; (E) := Cu(T,(B),&p) and the canonical metric by [15, Def. 1.9.12,
1.11.9]. O
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Therefore grad(fo®) = grad(fo®),. It also follows that 0,, is an isolated
critical point of f, iff O¢ . is an isolated critical manifold of f.

Lemma 27. Given constants 0 < g9 < g1, there is an equivariant dif-
feomorphism ® : DE (0g.c) x DY, (0¢.c) — Dyp(Wenar(Dy, (0c.c))) extending
Wohar such that ®|D,, x D,y = ®|Dy, X Dy, .

Proof. Choose x € C*([0, 02],Ry) with x|[0, 00] = 1 and x|[e1, 02]

~ gg
define @ : (&7, 65) = & +h(&)) + 16 X131 - &5 + (1 = x(I& D) er - by
If [|€0]] is invariant, so is x(|[&p]). O

Oa
).

Let H' x HY be the product of Hilbert spaces, O! x O° an open neigh-
borhood of 0, and f : O!' x OY — R a differentiable function. Let there be
D' x D% C O' x 09 a closed neighborhood of 0, on which f = f! + f9:
(7,2) — fl(x)+ f°(2). Denote by ! (respectively ¢") the partial negative
gradient flows of f! (respectively of f°) and by ¢ that of f.

Proposition 28 (Product Proposition). If H® is finite dimensional,
if we are given a local h-decomposition pair (UY, UO)7 ko of 00 correspond-
ing to ©° and f° which is compact and has the property [exc], and if 0 € D'
is an isolated critical point of f1 which satisfies the Palais—Smale condition
(C) on DY, then there are a local h-decomposition pair (U, Ul), k1 of O
corresponding to f' and o', a local h-decomposition pair (U, (~]), k of O
corresponding to ¢ and f and a homotopy equivalence to the product

(U,U) ~ (U, UY) x (U°,U°) .

(U, U), k again has the property [exc]. All pairs and homotopies can be
chosen to be equivariant.

We prove a technical lemma first.

Let (VY V1), k and (V°,V°), ko be local h-decomposition pairs of
K', K° corresponding to ¢!, ¢° and f', fO respectively with V! C O!
and VO C O°. We use the following notations: T := Ty and T° := Tyo.
Let T C Int D! and T° C Int D% then (T! x TY) has the mean value
property, and K = K! x K° are the critical points of f in 7" x T°. Let
f(T?) C [k; — ei, ki + €}] and f(K?) > k; for i = 0, 1; then we have f(K) >
K1+ ko and f(O(T x T°) — (T x T%)y) < max{ky +ko+eh, ko+k1+¢e} =
k1 + ko + max{e},e(}.

Lemma 29. If k1 + ko + max{e, )} < k1 + Ko, if both pairs have the
property [exc], if there exists a number k € [k1 + ko + max{e, e}, k1 +
ko), such that f(V' — DY) x VOU V! x (VO — D) < k and if condition
(O) is satisfied by fO on T and f* on T, then there ewists (equivariant)
local h-decomposition pair (U, 0)7 k of K corresponding to ¢ and f with
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the property [exc], and there is (equivariant) homotopy equivalence to the
product

(U, U) ~ (V5 VY x (VO VY .
Proof. Tt immediately follows that f(V! x VOU V! x V°) < k. Define

U:=VxV°,
U= (V' xVOk,

and [hml], [hm2], [hm4], [hm5] and [exc] follow easily. [hm3] is true,
because tr, w1, (¥, z) = max{tr, (z),tr,(2)} and T* x T° C Int(D*! x D). Tt
only remains to show the existence of homotopy equivalence. f satisfies (C)
on T' xT° and (T} xTy)_ has the retraction property from above in 7 x T?;
hence we can define a deformation retraction of pairs 7 : (T x 7O, (T* x
TO)k) — (TY x T, (T x T°)_) as in Claim 24 and Proposition 23. [

Proof of Proposition 28. By hypothesis B, (0°) € D° for some gy > 0;
hence by Proposition 23 there is a compact local h-decomposition pair
(Vo, VO), kO = /<50—50 with [exc], Tvo C BQO (Oo)ﬂ(fo)il[ko = Iio—(so, Ko+
84], where dg, 6y > 0 and §) can later be chosen arbitrarily small. There is
0 > 0 with f(B,({0'}xV9) —Int D' x B, (0°)) < r1+ko—00/2 and B,(0) C
D!. Choose a Gromoll-Meyer pair (W W1) of 0! for f! with W' C
BQ(Ol)7 fl(Wl) - [kl = 61761,I€1+5ﬂ, Wi = Wlﬂ(fl)’l(m—(h), where
01, 81 > 0 and 8] < do. €} := 81 + & and therefore k1 + ko + max{e),e(} =
K1 — 01+ ko — o +max{d, + 7,50+, } = K1+ ko —min{dy— 97,01 —y}. We
see, that if we shrink §) such that §) < d1, then the sum becomes smaller
than k1 + ko. Choose k1 + ko > k > k1 + Ko — min{dy /2,01 — &}, 00 — 1}
and use Lemma 29. [

2. THE GEOMETRIC GROMOLL-MEYER THEOREM

Let (M, g) be a closed differentiable Riemannian manifold and AM :=
H'(S', M) the space of free closed Sobolev loops. If c is a differentiable
closed loop then T,.(AM) = H(St, c*T(M)), where H'(S1,c*T(M)) is the
space of H!'-vector fields along ¢ on which O(2) acts orthogonally. On
differentiable curves OQ(2) acts differentiably. Even though AM is not a
differentiable @(2)-manifold, there is a kind of equivariant exponential map
exp : T(AM) D O — AM fibrewise induced by the exponential map exp :
TM 2 O — M of the manifold [15, 2.3.12]. We define fibrewise an energy

integral E on TAM by &, +— %fol ||V1£c(t)H3(t)dt. E coincides on O with

the pull back exp”E. Denote by ¢ the negative gradient flow of E on AM.
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2.1. Local h-Decomposition Pairs for Iterated Geodesics. Denote
by I(M) the isometry group of M and set G := I(M)@®O(2). If ¢ is a closed
geodesic, then the G-orbit G.c is a differentiable submanifold [16, 1.5.4]. If
m. is the order of ¢, choose, on T.AM, the G .-equivariant metric

(EerEl)em, = (ErEldo+ — (Vi ViEldo
[2, §3 eqn. (14)], [13, §4.2] and denote its norm by || ||1,m.. The itera-
tion map my : TAM|G.c — TAM|G.c™ is then an isometric embedding.
Identify the normal bundle 7, : N(G.c) — G.c with the orthogonal com-
plement of T'G.c. For arbitrary m we choose the domain of the exponen-
tial map O N N(G.¢™) as tubular neighborhoods (O(G.c™), wem , exp); then
m.(O(G.c)) — O(G.c¢™) is a linear bundle map.

Lemma 30 ([2, Lemma 5], [13, Lemma 4.2.5]). Let c be a (iterated)
nontrivial closed geodesic. If v(c) = v(c™), then m.|NO is an isomorphism
onto NB,,L, If Wenar s a characteristic manifold for EC, then m. o Wepar ©
m ! is a characteristic manifold for Egm .

*

Corollary 31 ([2, Theorem 3]). If 0. € (W2, W2 ) C O? is a Gro-
moll-Meyer pair for the degenerate part E9, then m, (W2, W9 ) is a homeo-
morphic compact Gromoll-Meyer pair for Egm (formed by the iterated char-
acteristic manifold) and the chosen Riemannian metric.

Proof. We have [[€713 . + =1 E0 (€7) = €12, +nEO(€.) and, more-
over, £ + zngrad,,,, Ed. (&) = & + nm. grad,,, E2(&). O

Lemma 32. There is an arbitrarily small invariant Gromoll-Meyer pair
(Wh. Wk, ) of Ocim corresponding to the nondegenerate part E'cl,m, an in-
variant local h-decomposition pair (Ugn, Ugn ) o (Wlhn, Wk, ) x (WO, W0 )
of Ocm and an invariant local h-decomposition pair (V, \7), kv of the zero
section Og.em with (V, f/) ~ GXgm (Uem, Ucm). Furthermore, there exists a
homeomorphic invariant local h-decomposition pair (V', V'), ky of the orbit
G.c™. Gien g, € > 0, there is a homotopy equivalent local h-decomposition
pair (U,U), ky of the orbit with Ty C B,(G.c™) N [m?k — e, m*k + €]
corresponding to E and .

Proof. By Lemma 27 there is an equivariant extended Morse chart & :
(DZ (0g.cm) x DY, (0g.cm),0G.cm) — (O,06.cm) extending m. o Wepar 0
1. Denote by EL. := E o exp o ®|DZ (0cn). The function El.(¢%) =
(X012, — €T 1I12,,) satisfies (C) with respect to (, ), on every closed
neighborhood D, C DZ (0em).

From Product Proposition 28 with D* = Dz, and D° = DY (0. ) it fol-
lows that there are a Gromoll-Meyer pair (Wl., Wk, ) of 05, with Wk, C

m
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Bgig(()cm) corresponding to EL,. and ( , )i . and a local h-decomposition

pair (Ugn,Ugmn), k of Ogm with Upm C BZE (0om) x BY, (0em) corresponding
to (E o ®)em and (, Yym., with (Ugmn, Uen ) o (Wlhe, Wk, ) x (W2, W0 ).

From Lemma 16 it follows that (U,U) := (G.Uen,G.Uwm), k is a local
h-decomposition pair of Og..m corresponding to E and the canonical metric
(, )¢ of Lemma 26 formed by ( , )m.. From Proposition 23 (change
of metric) it follows that there is a local h-decomposition pair (V, ‘7), kv
corresponding to E o ® and to the pull back metric §. (V’/,V’) := (exp o
®(V),expo®(V)), ky is a local h-decomposition pair of G.¢™ corresponding
to ¢ and E with properties [exc] by Corollary 18. The assertion of the
lemma follows from Proposition 23. [

Lemma 33. If A := A(c™) is the index of the iterated geodesic and
(WO, W0 ) ~ (K, L) is homotopy equivalent to some relative CW-complex
and G.c™ ~ P to some CW-complez, then (U, U) is homotopy equivalent to

a relative CW-complex (Y, B) having as many cells of the same dimension
as P x (D*, S 1) x (K, L).

Proof. From Lemma 19 it follows that (W2, Wl ) ~ (D* 8*~1). The claim
follows from Corollary 22. O

Note that the iteration map m, induces a homeomorphism between the
orbits G.c and G.c™ because it is equivariant.

2.2. h-Morse Decomposition of AM.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let there be n prime distinct nontrivial closed geo-
desics {Cn}nef1,... nmaxy 00 M and denote k, := E(c,). For every prime
geodesic choose a partition

{linmijn} of N¥, {lin}ie{l,...m"}a
(Mijn)ieq1,... rp},jen= With V(Cizmij) = v(ck) as in [2, Lemma 2] or [13,
Proposition 4.2.6]. For every n and i choose a characteristic manifold
wirn . D%G.clin) — O(G.cli") and a Gromoll-Meyer pair (W2, W2 ) C

DO (Oc’,;'") for Oci;‘" corresponding to Eg,i" with ESZ‘ (W2) > Kin — 0in, and

0 < 38in < Kin =12 K.
There are only finitely many critical orbits in E* for all u and W2,
is compact. From Lemma 32 with m = l;,mj, it follows that there is

a local h-decomposition pair (Vim, Vim), k., of 0g.cm containing only

this critical orbit and having the property [exc] and (Vim, f/nm) N Nem =~
Wr W )x (WS W2 ) for some Gromoll-Meyer pair (W}, WL ).

The pair can be chosen such that E(Vnm) > mfjn(mm — 20in).  Set
V! V) = exp(Vium, Vi), k... Because E" intersects only finitely

nm?» "nm
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many V! =~ and G.c is compact there are homotopy equivalent local h-
decomposition pairs (Up,m, Unm), knm of the orbits G.c™ with k., > KL,
and tops T, disjoint from all other U,/m/. Set Ky := A°M = M and
choose ko < min, ;{Kin — 2d;n} which is not critical. Then ko < kpm,
Ko < A* M is a deformation retract and (U, @) := (A*M,2), kg is a
local h-decomposition pair of Ky. The set {Ko, Kpm = G.cl'}p,m is a
partition of the critical points of E. Choose J = N, enumerate {ko, knm}
in nondecreasing order and obtain a (absolute) h-Morse decomposition of
AM.

Choosing fixed relative CW-complexes (K, Lin) ~ (W W2 _) and
P, ~ G.c, and (Yo, Bum) i= Py x (DM SANED=1) x (Kyp,, Liy) =~
(Unm, Upm), the claim follows from combinatorial considerations as in [2,
Corollary 2, Theorem 4] and [13, Lemma 4.2.5]. O
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